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/Re: PR Docket 92-235

Office of Secretary Donna Searcy
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
1919 MStreet, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Secretary Searcy:

Enclosed are letters I have receive!!! om constituents
wishing to comment on the proposed revis,i s to the Private Land
Mobile Radio Services (PR Docket 92-235). I respectfully ask
that these letters be made a part of the record.

Warmest regards,

Nancy ~ssebaum
United States Senator
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The Honorable Nancy Kassebaum
united states Senate
302 Russell Senate O.B.
Washington, D.C. 20510

IN RE: Federal Communications Commission (FCC) PR Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Kassebaum:

My husband and I entered into the radio control airplane hobby in
order to have a leisure activity that we could both enjoy and
assist in relieving the day-to-day stresses of life. We have
enjoyed the hobby so much that we have invested heavily into the
hobby with acquiring eight radio transmitters and have built nine
radio control airplanes that we fly. We are in the process of
building a tenth plane which we plan to purchase another radio
for.

The radio investment alone is close to $1,400. The entire
investment is close to $15,000 when you take into account the
airplane kits, supplies, and miscellaneous items. Now we are
hearing that there is a proposed new rUling by the FCC that will
make four of the eight radios we own unusable ($700 value of
radios) .

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band--a band
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
These frequencies are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
either use interfering with the other. If we do use the radios
and a mobile user is on one of the ne~' proposed inbetween
frequencies it will be very possible that we will lose control of
our planes. Once that happens the planes will fly until they run
out of fuel and will cause serious in]ury to whatever they hit--a
person, bystanders, other operators, vehicles, homes, buildings.

The planes we fly weigh from 7 to 10 pounds and fly at speeds
that range from 70 to 100 mph. The wing spans of our planes
range from 6 feet to 10 feet.
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We belong to a local model ric club and also belong to a national
organization that we have insurance to protect us from any
injuries which at this time are so very unlikely because there
are no frequencies around to interfere. Club members are also
very careful about the closeness of the frequencies of their
radios that are in the air. We, as many other organizations,
have our flying field located away from a populated area, but
once these planes lose their control they can easily land into a
populated area. At our flying meets th,~re are often as many as
100 operators who currently enjoy a saf,~ flying environment due
to the current arrangement of radio frequencies.

We do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may no·t think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have considerable
investment in our models and radio equipment. The hobby provides
many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like us and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please, Senator Kassebaum, help us continue the safe enjoyment of
our pastime by not allowing the FCC to c::arry out its proposals
for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

~v:~~
Doralia and Dick L. Reynolds
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Salina, Kansas 67401

Dear Congressman:

I am writing to you in regards to Proposed Rule Making

(NPRM-PR Docket no. 92-235).

My concern is the availability of frequencies that would be

left usable.by Radio Controlled pilots as well as the safety of

individuals participating and the spectators that enjoy watching

these remote controlled aircraft fly.

The flying site that is used by myself and many others is a

public park that was once an airport. On this location is baseball

diamonds, batting cages, and across the road a public qolf course.

My liability as well as my responsibility of safety is of great

conCern not only to me but those around lne as well. The idea of

2.5 KHz separation is to close as the amount of power and the

allowable frequency drift that a mobile radio is allowed. RC

modelers have already updated our radios to the point of a narrow band

and no amount of technology will reject the saturation of excess power
•

the mobiles will generate. The planes that I myself own weigh only

4 to 10 pounds but is still enough to cause a serious accident

or even death to an individual because of a land mobile radio that

was transmitting in the area while this plane was in use. If

this decision is passed, both of my RC radios will become In

operable with a total investment loss in excess of $2500.00 for

my planes and boats" Not to mention tbE~ money a proprietor

will have to invest to rid his sh.op of low frequency radios

that cannot operate.

The frequency restructuring that you have propesed_will have a

serious impact on our hobby as well as shop proprietors that supply

our peaceful, relaxing, and enjoyable hobby. I am an over the road

truck driver and enjoy the RC activity. My two young children

also enjoy radio controlled cars and boats. My point is this-

people of all ages, sex, and mobility can participate. Please

take the time to stop and see such an Event and maybe even partake.

I promise you that it will make an impression upon you. Any

attention given to this proposal will be greatly appreciated!:

Sincerely,

L:Lt---~
Glen Clements
AMA 416723


